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PER CURI AM

Jeffrey Roy Crosby appeals fromthe district court's orders
di sm ssing his Bivens!' action, and denying his notion for recon-
sideration filed pursuant to Fed. R Cv. P. 59(e). Qur review of
the record discloses that this appeal is wthout nerit. Wile
Crosby contends that the district court inproperly resol ved fact ual
di sputes in granting summary judgnment, we find that the district
court properly granted sunmmary judgnent because Crosby’s clains
fail as a matter of law. In addition, because Crosby's notion for
reconsi deration does not denonstrate that his action was i nproperly
dism ssed, we find that the district court's denial of his Rule
59(e) notion was not an abuse of discretion.? Accordingly, we af-
firmboth district court orders on the reasoning of the district

court. See Crosby v. Lanbert, No. CA-98-277-5-22J1 (D.S.C. Mar. 24

& May 11, 1999). W dispense with oral argunent because the facts
and | egal contentions are adequately presented in the materials

before the Court and argunent woul d not aid the deci si onal process.

AFFI RVED

1 See Bivens V. Six Unknown Naned Agents of Federal Bureau of
Narcotics, 403 U. S. 388 (1971).

2 See United States v. Wllians, 674 F.2d 310, 312 (4th Grr.
1982) .




